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This ratio is approximately constant so that the child of
three who answers the tests for the child of four can be
said to have an I.Q. of 1 x 100 or 133
3
while a child of four who can only answer the tests standard-
ized for the child of three has an
I.Q. of 1 X 100 or 75.
4
The following statement illustrates what must he happen-
ing constantly hi a large class: The child of three with
an LQ. of 133 may be working with the child of four
with an LQ. of 75 and other children of his own age with
LQ. from 98-100. In all probability their sense equip-
ment and the strength of their native propensities also
vary, and yet they may be expected to be interested in
the same things and learn at the same rate.
The same variations would probably be found in any
unclassified group of children, though the existence of
B classes or ' special classes' might make the divergence
less in the upper school.
Both to test individual children and to score the results
need training and practice and it may be a long time before
the teacher of large classes has either the time or the equip-
ment for such work, but there are now many sets of
standardized Group Tests—Dr. Baliard's, the Northumber-
land Tests, &c.—and it is to be hoped that soon it will
become part of the normal procedure for a teacher, on
taking over a new class, to use such a set of tests. The
group tests are easier to give, no more difficult to mark and
take far less time. As a rule it would suffice to begin with
a group test and to give the children who score very low
or very high individual tests.
In a later chapter the question of what we mean by an
educated child must be discussed and in that connexion
the findings of educational statisticians that have enabled

